Table of Cases (v. 50) by unknown
William & Mary Law Review
Volume 50 | Issue 6 Article 10
Table of Cases (v. 50)
Copyright c 2009 by the authors. This article is brought to you by the William & Mary Law School Scholarship Repository.
http://scholarship.law.wm.edu/wmlr
Repository Citation
Table of Cases (v. 50), 50 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 2275 (2009), http://scholarship.law.wm.edu/wmlr/
vol50/iss6/10
TABLE OF CASES
(Only cases receiving textual discussion are included in this table)
A.D.T. v. United Kingdom ...............
Agfa Monotype Corp. v. Adobe Systems, Inc.
Alden v. M aine ........................
Allen v. Tobacco Superstore, Inc .........
Alloc Inc. v. Unilin Decor NV ............
Altria Group v. Good ...................
Apprendi v. New Jersey .................
Arbaugh v. Y&H Corp ................
Arlington Heights v. Metropolitan Housing
Development Corp ....................
Arnett v. Aspin ........................
Ash v. Tyson Foods ....................














Bagley, United States v .................... 232, 1069, 1088
Banks v. Dretke ................................... 1071
Bates v. Dow Agrosciences ........................... 1551
Beggerly, United States v . ......... .................. 583
Bivens v. Six Unknown Federal Narcotics Agents ........ 1742
Blakely v. Washington ........................... 263, 274
B lock v. N eal ...................................... 558
BMW of North American, Inc. v. Gore ................. 1559
Board of Education v. Minor ......................... 1886
Bolden v. Commonwealth ........................... 2179
Booker, United States v ......................... 269, 274
Bowen v. City of New York ....................... 544, 553
Bowers v. Hardwick .......................... 822, 881, 898
Brady v. Maryland ............. 1064, 1067, 1068, 1072, 1095
Brimmer v. Rebman ................................ 506
Brockamp, United States v .......................... 582
Brown v. Board of Education .................... 908, 1382
Brown v. M aryland ................................. 428
2275
WILLIAM AND MARY LAW REVIEW
Buckman Co. v. Plaintiffs'Legal Committee ............ 1551
B ush v. Gore ...................................... 1245
Bush v. Lucas ................................. 1758, 1772
C
C & A Carbone, Inc. v. Town of Clarkstown .............. 469
Carey v. M usladin ........................... 224, 225, 230
Causby, United States v . ............................. 571
Chamberlain Group, Inc. v. Skylink
Technologies, Inc .................................. 390
Chicago Board of Trade v.
United States ................................... 1961
Chisholm v. Georgia ...... 1579, 1583, 1584, 1589, 1615, 1621,
1623, 1627, 1644
Cipollone v. Liggett Group, Inc . ...................... 1549
City of Chicago v. Beretta ........................... 1802
City of Chicago v. U.S. Department of
Treasury .............................. 1808, 1810, 1821
City of Milwaukee v. Activated Sludge ................. 1402
City of New York v. Beretta ........... 1800, 1801, 1804, 1809,
1812, 1815, 1827
City of Philadelphia v. New Jersey ..................... 507
City of New York v. A-1 Jewelry & Pawn ...... 1792, 1805, 1829
City of Philadelphia v. New Jersey ................. 448, 495
Cohens v. Virginia ............................. 528, 1678
Commonwealth v. Caton ............................ 2217
Commonwealth v. Hudson ................. 2178, 2192, 2213
Commonwealth v. Jenkins .......................... 2190
Connelly v. Commonwealth .......................... 2191
Crawford v. Washington ...................... 232, 243, 263
Crowder v. Commonwealth .......................... 2198
Cuno v. DaimlerChrysler, Inc ........................ 508
Cush-Crawford v. Adchem Corp ....................... 778
D
Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals ............... 1496
Davey v. Lockheed Martin Corporation ................. 754
Davis v. Bandemer .................................. 12
2276 [Vol. 50:2275
2009] INDEX-TABLE OF CASES
Davis v. Passman ......................
Davis, United States v .................
Day v. Woodworth ......................
Dean Milk Co. v. Madison ................
Department of Revenue v. Davis ...........
Department of the Army v. Blue Fox, Inc ....
DiSanto v. Pennsylvania .................
Division v. Smith .......................
Dodd v. State ..........................
Dolan v. United States Postal Service .......
Dudgeon v. United Kingdom ..............
E
E.B. v. France .........................
eBay v. MercExchange ..................
Ecolochem, Inc. v. Southern California
Edison Co ........................
EEOC v. Heartway Corp ...............
EEOC v. Stocks, Inc ...................
Egan v. Canada ........................
Egilman v. Keller & Heckman, LLP ........
Eisenstadt v. Baird .....................
Elcom, United States v .................
Environmental Designs, Ltd. v. Union Oil
Co. of California ......................
Exxon v. Maryland .....................
Exxon Shipping Co. v. Baker ..............
F
Farquhar v. Georgia ....................
Fay v. N oia ............................
Federal Deposit Insurance Corp. v. Meyer ...
Feres v. United States ...................
Forrester, United States v ...............
Fort Gratiot Sanitary Landfill, Inc. v.
Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Franconia Associates v. United States ......


































WILLIAM AND MARY LAW REVIEW
Gall v. United States ............
Garcia v. San Antonio Metropolitan
Transit Authority .............
Gaskins v. BFI Waste Services ....
Geier v. American Honda Motor Co.
Genay v. Norris ................
General Motors Corp. v. Tracy ....
Genesco v. Finish Line ...........
Georgia v. Brailsford ............
Gibbons v. Odgen ...............
Giglio v. United States ..........
Giraldo v. Colombia ............
Gomez v. Jaimet ...............
Gonzales v. Raich ..............
Goodwin v. United Kingdom ......
Graham v. John Deere Co .......
Grant v. South-West Trains Ltd ....
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. v.
Greenhill v. Greenhill ...........
Griffin v. Johnson ..............
Griswold v. Connecticut ..........
H
H.P. Hood & Sons v. DuMond .....
Ham v. M'Claws ...............
Hambrick, United States v .......
Hans v. Louisiana ..............
Hardman v. AutoZone, Inc ........
Harrington v. Cleburne County
Board of Education ...........
Hazeltine Research v. Brenner ....
Henderson v. United States .......
Hicks v. Gates Rubber Co .........
Hildreth, United States v ........
Hogan v. Commonwealth ........
Hollingsworth v. Virginia ........






















. . .° . . . . . . . . . . . .
...............1
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


















H ouse v. Bell .........................
Hubbard v. Pinchak ...................





I.M.S. Inquiry Management Systems, Ltd. v.
Berkshire Information Systems, Inc ................... 397
Ileto v. Glock ................................. 1800, 1804
Indian Towing Co. v. United States .................... 558
Irwin v. Department of
Veterans Affairs ................... 553, 559, 581, 593, 596
J
Jacobs v. United States .............................. 570
Jacques v. Commonwealth .......................... 2191
Jefferies v. Harris County Community Action Ass'n ...... 1469
Jeffers v. Thompson .................
John R. Sand & Gravel Co. v.
United States ................. 521
Jones v. Wolf ......................
Jones, United States v ..............
Judge v. Marsh ....................
K
K.A. & A.D. v. Belgique ..............
Kala9 v. Turkey ....................
Kamper v. Hawkins .................
Kansas v. Marsh ...................
Karner v. Austria ...................
Karo, United States v ..............
Kassel v. Consolidated Freightways Corp.
Katz v. United States ................
Kelly v. Commonwealth ..............
Kimbrough v. United States ..........
Kolstad v. American Dental Association.
KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc. ..




















2280 WILLIAM AND MARY LAW REVIEW
L
L. & V. v. Austria .........................
Lam v. University of Hawaii ................
Lane v. Pena ............................
Laskey, Jaggard & Brown v.
United Kingdom ........................
Lawrence v. Florida .......................
Lawrence v. Texas ............... 822, 824, 8
Leegin Creative Leather Products, Inc. v.
PSKS, Inc ..........................
Lemon v. Kurtzman .......................
Lewis Galoob Toys, Inc. v. Nintendo of
America, Inc ........................
Lexmark International, Inc. v.
Static Control Components, Inc ...........
Library of Congress v. Shaw ................
Little v. Barreme .........................
Lochner v. New York ......................
Lockyer v. Andrade .......................
Lopez, United States v ...................
Lustig-Prean & Beckett v. United Kingdom ....



















Marbury v. Madison .................. 222, 2230, 2235, 2257
Mary Elizabeth Blue Hull Memorial
Presbyterian Church, United States v ................. 325
McClellan v. Commonwealth ........................ 2201
McCreary County v. ACLU .......................... 1900
McCulloch v. Maryland ................. 430, 482, 1149, 1597
McDonnell Douglas Corp. v. Green ..................... 787
McDonough v. City of Quincy ......................... 770
McMann v. Richardson .............................. 231
Medtronic v. Lohr ........................ 1549, 1553, 1566
Mendelsohn v. Sprint/United Management Co ........... 1493
Miller, United States v ............................ 2156
M innesota v. Barber ................................ 506
Mitchell, United States v ........................ 546, 572
INDEX-TABLE OF CASES
Molzof v. United States .............
Morrison, United States v ..........
Mouta v. Portugal .................





NAACP v. Acusport ....................... 1800,
Napue v. Illinois ..............................
New York v. M iln ..............................
Nordic Village, Inc., United States v .............
Norfolk Presbytery v. Bollinger ...................
NTP v. Research
In Motion (RIM) .............. 1399, 1407, 1409,
0
Office of Personnel Management v. Richmond .......
Olmstead v. United States .......................
Omnicare v. NCS Healthcare ....................
Orff v. United States ...........................
Osborne v. Purkett .............................













Pazcoguin v. Radcliffe ........................... 176, 184
Pearl Investments, LLC v. Standard I/O, Inc ............. 380
Pearson v. Callahan ............................... 1765
Penn Central Transportation Co. v. City of New York ..... 1754
PharmaStem Therapeutics v. Viacell .................. 1002
Phillip Morris USA v. Williams ...................... 1563
Phillips v. AWH Corp ............................... 1707
Phillips v. Martin Marietta Corp ...................... 1463
Pike v. Bruce Church, Inc ...................... 428, 447, 457
Polygram Holding, Inc. v. FTC ....................... 1969
Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins ......................... 1495
20091 2281
WILLIAM AND MARY LAW REVIEW
RealNetworks, Inc. v. Streambox, Inc.
Remmer v. United States ...............
Reynolds v. Sims .....................
Riegel v. Medtronic ...................
Rita v. United States ..................
Robbins v. Shelby County Taxing District .
Roe v. W ade .........................
Romer v. Evans ......................
Romero-Fereyros v. Attorney General .....
Rompilla v. Beard ....................
Roper v. Simmons ....................
Rovairo v. United States ...............
Rubinstein v. Administrators of Tulane
Educational Fund ..................





S.L. v. Austria .............................. 837, 901, 902
Salgueiro da Silva Mouta v. Portugal .................. 826
Saucier v. Katz .................................. 1765
Scarborough v. Principi .............................. 583
Scherer v. Switzerland .............................. 910
Schlup v. Delo ..................................... 673
Seminole Tribe v. Florida ........................... 1545
Serbian Eastern Orthodox Diocese v. Milivojevich ......... 322
Smart, United States v ............................. 297
Smith & Grady v. United Kingdom .................... 875
Smith v. Maryland ....................... 2109, 2123, 2169
Sm ith v. Phillips ................................... 233
Sony Computer Entertainment
America, Inc. v. Gamemasters ....................... 371
Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City
Studios, Inc .................................. 356, 366
South Carolina State Highway Department v.
Barnwell Bros ................................ 445, 482
Southern Pacific Co. v. Arizona ....................... 446















Storage Technology Corp. v. Custom Hardware
Engineering & Consulting, Inc ................... 393, 397
Strickland v. Washington ......................... 231. 233
Strickler v. Greene ................................. 1070
Sun Oil Co. v. Wortman ............................. 592
Sutherland v. United Kingdom ........................ 836
Swift v. Tyson .................................... 2253
Teague v. Lane ......................
Timm v. Progressive Steel Treating, Inc..
Tisdale v. Federal Express Corp .......
Toonen v. Australia .................






United Haulers Ass'n, Inc. v. Oneida-Herkimer Solid
Waste Management Authority .................
Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Reimerdes .........
Van Staphorst v. Maryland.
Vassal v. Massachusetts ...





.... .................. ..... 12
Wainwright v. Sykes ................................ 219
Ward v. M aryland .................................. 441
Warshak v. United States .......................... 2114
Watson v. Jones ................ 318, 324, 331, 335, 347, 1887
West Alexandria Properties, Inc. v.
First Virginia Mortgage & Real Estate
Investment Trust ................................ 2196
Welton v. M issouri .................................. 441
West Lynn Creamery v. Healy .................. 467, 472, 482
White Mountain Apache Tribe, United States v ........... 572
Wiggins v. Sm ith ................................... 231
2009] 2283
2284 WILLIAM AND MARY LAW REVIEW
W ilkie v. Robbins ...........................
Williams v. Taylor ..........................
Willingham v. Macon Telegraph Publishing Co...
Wirtz v. Kansas Farm Bureau Services .........
Wise v. Commonwealth ......................
Wittenburg v. American Express ...............
Woodruff v. Parham ........................
Worcester v. Georgia ........................
Wright v. Quarterman .......................
Wyeth v. Levine ............................
y
Young v. Australia ..........................
Z
Zelman v. Simmons-Harris .......
Zorach v. Clauson ..............
[Vol. 50:2275
....... 1742
..... 223,231
....... 1467
........ 767
....... 2188
....... 1489
........ 441
... 2247,2260
........ 679
....... 1553
........ 830
................... 1932
................... 1889
